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DETAILED ACTION 


1 Claims 1 -54 are presented for examination. 

2. Receipt is acknowledged of the Preliminaiy Amendment filed 25 April 2000. 

Election/Restriction 

3. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1 -40. drawn to a system and method for providing specific memorial information (i.e., 
deceased party, historically information, geographical information, and etc.) having a memory device 
storing memorial infoimation and affixed to an object at a specific location and a portable reading 
device retrieving the stored information fi-om the memory device, classified in class 235. subclass 
385. 

II. Claims 41-54, drawn to a system and method for providing information using GPS receiver 
communicably connected to the database, classified in class 235, subclass 384. 

4. The inventions are distinct, each fi-om the other because of the following reasons: 

hventions Group I and Group II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a smgle combination. 
The subcombinations are distinct from each other if they are shown to be separately usable, hi the instant case, 
invention I has separate utility such as a system having a reading device retrieving specific information from stored in a 
memory device, and invention II has separate utility such as a system for retrieving information from GPS such as 
geographical infonnation related travel. See MPEP § 806.05(d). Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons 
given above and have required a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restinction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

5. During a telephone conversation with Mr. McWiUiams on 10 April 2001. a provisional election was made 
without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-40. Affinnation of this election must be made by 
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applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 41-54 withdrawn from ftrther consideration by the examiner. 37 

CFR 1 .142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

6. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected invention, the inventorship must be 
amended in compUance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one or more of the currenUy named inventors is no longer an inventor of 
at least one claim remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a petition 
under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee requu-ed under 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(1). 

Spec^ation 

7. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

(a) Page 5, lines 14-17: "the mechanical and technical standards for which are available at 
http://www.ibuttom.com/ibuttoms/standard.pdf. are incorporated herein by reference" should be dek^^^ 

embedded hyperlinks and/or other forms of browser-executable code in the specification are (see MPEP 608.0 1 (p). 
paragraph I regarding incorporation by reference). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The foUowbg is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that foim the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more 
than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1,3-6, 17-18. and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Assisi [US 
5.696.488]. 

Re claims 1,4-6: Assis discloses a system having a device for storing retrieval information relating a deceased 
person, the system comprising: 
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a computer 5 having a memory device 6, 2 permanently affixed to a stationary physical object/location 1 
positioned at the cemetery location, the memorial information residing on the memory device that is a weather resistant 
memoiy device (see col. 1 , lines 4+; col. 2, lines 7+; and the figure); 

a portable memory reading device 3, separate from the memory device, that retrieves the memorial information 
from the memory device when positioned at the cemetery location (i.e., wireless communication carried out when the 
portable memoiy reading device is brought into the vicinity of the memory device 2). The memorial infomation is in 
form of text, image or audio data of the deceased person in the cemetery (see col. 1, lines 35+ and col. 2. lines 23+); 

Re claim 3: wherein the memoiy device contains personal information on the deceased person the device is 
comiected to the transmitter/receiver device 2 so that the portable memoiy device can retrieve the information via 
wireless communication. Since the contents of the information stored in the memory device is determined by a person 
during his or her lifetime and that information is accessible via the reading device which clearly teaches that the 
memory device is a programmable read only memory device; 

Re claim 17-18, 21 -23: a central storage chamber 7 having a computer 5'as a communication controlling 
means and a storage device 6' as a database includes the memorial information residing on the memoiy device is 
replicated (see col. 2, lines 17+ and the figure). The computer 5 of the memory device having a restriction program to 
control the communication access to the memoiy device which inherently teaches that the memory device is uniquely 
associated with some sort of an identifying code (see col. 1 , lines 36+). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The foUowing is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth 
in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of tWs title if the 
^^ces betvLn the «.bject matteTsought to be patented and the prior art are such that *e suly ect matter as a whrfe would tove be» 
Xious at the time the invention was made to a penon having ordinary skill in the art to which sa.d subject matter pertams. P»tentob.hty shall 

not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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This appUcation currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly own^d at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obUgation under 
37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

11. Claims2,7-16, 19-20, and 24-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Assis. The 
teachings of Assis have been discussed above. 

Re claims 9, 1 1 - 1 4, 24-28, 30-3 1 , 34-35, 38-40: Assis does not teaches the information in the memory device 
is a historically notable location or geographically remote location. 

Due to the fact that Assis discloses a system having an electronic storage in communication with a reading 
device (i.e., the reading device retrieving data in the storage) and Assis further states that utilizing such system would 
provide unobtrusive communication between the visitor(s) and the site having a memory device, and the dignity of the 
location is not disturbed (see col. 2, lines 23+), it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply the Assis's teachiiig in museum or historical site in order to further extend the 
utilization of the electronic storage in communication with a reading device (i.e., museum or historical site having an 
electronic storage storing historical/geographical information in communication with a reading device and the reading 
device retrieving the stored historical data in the storage). Furthermore, it would have been an obvious intended use of 
the system since it has been held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to 
be employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed structural 
lumisitions. Ex parte Masham, 2USPQ2d 1647 (1978). 

Re claims 2, 1 0, and 29: Assis is silent with respect the memory device comprising a contact memory device. 
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Assis teaches a system utilizing a wireless communication, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to substitute the contactless memory device to a contact memory due 
to the fact that contact reading device would not requires a transceiver thereby it is cost effective and more rehable. 
Accordingly, it would have been an obvious substitution of equivalent therefore, it would have been an obvious 
expedient. 

Re claims 7-8, 15-16, and 32-33: Assis is silent with respect to the specific language format of the information 
resides on the memory device such as extensible markup language or hypertext markup language formats. 

Assis teaches that the information resides on the memory device may be in the form of text, image or audio data 
in any combination (see col. 1 , lines 45-46). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize any suitable language format appropriate to the system. Furthermore, since applicant has not discloses 
that utilizing extensible markup language or hypertext markup language formats in the memory device would solve any 
stated problems or is for any particular purpose and it appears that the invention would perform equally well with any 
other applicable language/text format that is available. Therefore, it would have been an obvious design variation to a 
person skilled in the art. One might choose the specific text format in order to meet specific communication 
standards/requirements. Accordingly, it would have been an obvious expedient. 

Re claims 19-20 and 36-37: with respect to accessing the information through an Internet or telephone 
network, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
integrate the Internet-based communication process in the system Assis (i.e., storing the information in a database over 
the Internet server and retrieving the information over the Internet). Doing so would provide a convenience of retrieving 
the information at user's home. Official Notice is taken that retrieving data through the networks (i.e., includes telepone 
network and Internet) assocated with unique identification code is old and well known in the art. See InReMalcohn 
1942 C.D.589:543 O.G. 440. Thus, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art incorporate 
well-known network-accessible database and unique identification code to be associated with the gathered data in the 


1 system of Assis. Accordingly, it would have been an obvious extension taught by Assis therefore, it would have been an 

2 obvious expedient. 

3 

4 Conclusion 

5 1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

6 Schnase et al [US 6,078,928] discloses a system for retrieving information related to various site, exhibits to 

7 the user reading device; 

8 Machiraju et al [US 6,028,60 1 ] discloses system that user retrieving information from network accessible 

9 database; and 

10 Obara [JP 09-06265 1 A] and Ahnert pE 3 5 3 3 705 A 1 ] discloses a system retrieving the information about a 

11 historical information. 

12 13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earher communications from the examiner should be directed to 

13 Diane Lee whose telephone number is (703) 306-3427, The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 

14 and every other Friday (second Friday of the bi-week) from 6:30 AM to 3:30 PM. 

15 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, Michael Lee, can be 

16 reached on (703) 305-3503. The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 308-7722. 

17 Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this apphcation, other than those under 35 U.S.C. 1 32 or which 

18 otherwise require a signature, may be used by the appUcant and should be addressed to [michaeLlee@uspto.gov]. 

19 All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. PTO employees do not 

20 engage in Internet communications where there exists a possibility that sensitive information could be identified or 

21 exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 

22 1 22. This is more clearly set forth in the hiterim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent 

23 and Trademark on February 25, 1 997 at 1 1 95 OG 89. 

24 Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 

25 the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 

28 Diane Lee /^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^F 

29 Art Unit 2876 ^ ^ WlCHAjl fl 1^ 

30 AprU 18, 2001 SUPERVISORy (WBrrmRNBi 


